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BB AW I R IRK LA E -

Ind;epk1an(1991)i¢at{j N E TR AR B A ARG BR F i 4 Re R A v A I A
B WRFAAVIAG S A SO EMH K RE B PEEN, & E AT IR R B, X — i R

W is B4R - 2024-02-07
E&WH - HEBARFIESTH (72172083, 72032003); F ZK tE 2Rl 5 4 00 H (21BIL083) : 3 H &5 A SCH: 2B H st
Ft 56 Hh 5 K I H (221JD790093)
TEHEAMA A $1983—), 4, WL IR A, LM S Kb, 25 M 55 0F 70 B 9 /K 50 7 2 4 b it 7 e |l 092
1 S
(1999 ), 2, WARTFEN, LM & K i 2 bl w7k
T RAITT-D)CGBIREE, T, RN, FWIM 2 K2R 2 250 % 5 70 B @I 0 7c 51, 844 S0 .
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B 5 B[R] FURS 7 BCAS, B AT 1 %8 A A (Blankespoor, 2019; Blankespoor %5, 20200 . 2415 5
Ak B A Sk v I, B T R 2 ek D S AN EAH DS 1 A BT, DL RO 15 A B T A AR A
5, B R BUER BE T 3 0 B B0 B P8 SR BE (Bloomfield, 2002), XK B AR 5 AR 117 37 1 52 4 2%
2o PR, ARl R A 0 9 E R SO L DA 2 P R SR R R G B R 22 T 21, 2004) 6

BB W5 50 (MD&A) AU 5 T %5 28 &) b 41 0 55 R 0 f 228 BCR 19 40 B 5 97 A, 38
0,4 %58 3 ) A SR R I T S PR S A W S T . A DR 0 A% Gt AR R AN BT RO R R AR
1) A 78, MD&A 5 75 F B 150 5% 8 DV B2 1 A 8 B0 R P ik 28 ) b 55 6103 0 A 1) 322 8 A G
RS, DTS2 B 5 R G S 55 5 DL RO G DU ) 30 170 0 v 5 EE A o

DA TR, AR ) MD&A #50 H B e 7 A w1 Z T DI 5 K R 1 DL, Aot # 44t
TRAMEERRERE, - 702 w7 A kW s T ) #E 5 1% (Barron %, 1999; Li,
2010; Cole F1 Jones, 2015; XI| 5L EE, 2007; ¥ %55, 2010); Bhok, MD&A EHE & T B =A% 115 &
% (Clarkson %, 1999; Muslu %%, 2015; Brown %5, 2021) . 1Mt W 7 8 tH, MD&A W15 5% 5%
A B8 5 42 IA B MR LA 00 U H AR . a0, 45 58RI U (2006 38 ) 25 R A R I, $E8E
MD&A 2 AE B A5 B IS AR E AR s XI5 EE(2007) M 2 5] _E 1178 7 £ MD&A & h 17 46 K&
ZAZTMRIE S, XS BSOS B, AR T8 58 38 W SOR 22 A 3 245 B AR (2018)
I ) Y A AR U AT (1 MD&A {5 B A 0 A RO, R DR AE T AR A
HriE 71559, 2 MD&A -4 Rl IE M (5 BRHE MoK, 58 & 5 T B 8K (Epstein 1
Pava, 1995); F 3CZLHXIHE (2022) B 58 K B, 15 47 ok A W) S bR 4 5 45 2 5 3480 FH & 1045 B
SR 22 ) () 22 BEAS W K, i T 6 A S Bk 25 o U SR AT BT

FE] s 2 T 44 J0) 22 3 22 (TASB) - 2021 4 6 H KA % T8 H = 08 5 70 H (MD&AD [ AZ 1T %L
%, BEENRSHZRM T LG R, X285 0N AEARILA 7 f K0 & B g, DL 2B &
FoAh AR E B 1 RR oK o [, o B R 2 11528 X% MD&A WA B R WL, FE R A (A
FERATUESR 028 55 B ER WA 5 R 3 2 5 —F IR & N A 58 AME T U . %3
PEIA R T, 4E BERS A S8 = A RS MR VRSB U B UL 5 i ORL A O
BT IR S =1 HHBE RS . X —F R, A8 & EE ST RGBS
IEE G O, BT b T S B 2% KR AR S i JE DL, I VT Al AT R A R AR SR SRR J e A
P ALIIPS =R

MD&A FIHI 224t b 1ii 28 7] W0 55 3R 32 1 AUR VAR 2, 3% B8 #  flt — AN 2% o B i
SCHERL, (EARATT AR 5k 76 5 B2 10 323 Eai B |), JF 58 VR N B B A7 55 5 0 5% B4 2 R )
TEBK R o Rk, B2 75 0 A SR kAT T BT B 25 4 25 B8 4 31 1 G B I 25 B3040 DL K A =) 24 3 AR R
JRARBL o TIPS B, T A F FE MD&A 5 B 45 55 AR Al R R IR . % B 25 B4
KRS N AL BB, B = 06 T (0 4 MR T, X SIE I S SR BT R R R
FERK ZE T

e EIRTE 5T, A SEI AT 7T U7, R E R R 5 20t (MD&A) 55 15 B & A
BHTHE T, QOB b E A T4 S 1) MD&A {5 B985 7 0, RAB AWM E RN, UEREHE

© AT BT B4 BT A T SR LT R
@ GBI 5B ST X 5 B R AR R S P N
@ Blankespoor %2020 )\, 5 £ ik (Integration Cost) T I REHEVE #2516 HTHCHE I 5 LI 48961 FIF o 1 R 5 e h S o
TR R A . BV N — A, AT 24 1 P 5 0005 .54 0.2 D UMTI, W 25 24
AR AT, TR, 3 LS A TR, S ) TR A A SRS A, IR (3 B 5 A 7 A 2
B, FA L D B OB A
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WINE 5 s AL BEAE B . BRI S, A 32 U 15 BT R AR R s A R 55 0B T B
EEX MD&A H 1) 25 0045 B, %[5 J57 [5] 28 1) 24 A0 55 2508+ b 55 R R RIA% 0 56 5 3 46 07 THI1EAT &
20 (1) R HE R OCHG, DA s /NI E PR B R IX L (E B, B AR N 0 MD&A {5 B8 1 R OG
KA

IR A AN B O AR B AR B A 1A SR U G RN 4 B R SR AR, PR ARAS B A A O B T
PEART (5 B AR OB . OIS HR tH, AR Re 0% A 5 — R B AT A S R R Kk
Je& ik 28 B, AATY 6 S A A B R SE MR ZI, 6 R ok F ) T A 22 BE i B S (Bryson 4%,
2016) o 1XFf {5 58 B 4k (Scenario Thinking) {2 {3 4™ 1 75 4b B RF € 5 B I BE A5 45 B 10 B F SCRN
53 M1 id #2 (Sedor, 2002; Hastie Al Dawes, 2009), M 5 5 T £ 52 18 8 3% Wi 1915 £ - Koonce %5
(201 1) 48 H, WA 55 i 5 v g 10 IG5 4 AR Bsf 1) 1 270 A e s FE R R 1T 913 B 3 6 1 ) BB 3R
Bio AN, BEHENIRE 0 (MD&AVE B AVESH7 LE I, EFHREERAN L
A 18 A P AR A 2 BT SR b S5 R R R0 3E R T DL R SR R B, T X Al R R 1)
RIEBHRFFA TR E NGO, R IR R R,

BT EIRTUH, AT T — I 2x2 B4 (8] (between-participants) SE 5, SL40 4% T
PN — 2 MD&A 15 B FE 1 TE 20, W4 L S MD&A 58 77 AR S P iz — =kl
SRR I, 3 N E EC AR L R BRI O . 25 00 B i R B A R 211 SR 123 44
MBA 4= fE SR 2 b, a2 o0 ) 15 R A R A0 W) ) ZEAC IS 0 MD&A A5 B, SR JE 45
o RGN RS RER, SEGNEBHE M, BEERHEEE R 75
R R, JUHAE A 2 B G IR T RSO T, X R IR [ RS 5 N B R . i3 — 25 A B
K, BEGREHBENEERATREEN MD&A EEN AR HEMERE, & FBTHREET
U LA A 2 7] 7 W 55 A G A 4B S 3R B 4 0 ik B, AT 3 5 T 4% B A N MD&A N 2
FIEAE AN 0% SR o X 28 I 5 1% = R 4R 30 1 IO A — 2.

ARSI FUAE SR IS B 2 3 BA E B R . B %, ASCHIBE O T EE 2 B bras
T D) 2 o S5 LA BSOS B R IR TSR R T . MR BB AT AT Y LE 4T A
WA BB, BG5S R T LLE R TH 58 3 1045 B3R IUAE /7, DT A Al AT ) e 36 5 T
FEA G B o BeAh, Al S I T T, A EE A BT A% B A B R ON B ER A Ak B3
AR, XX T 8 E ALV PTG R R E XN R AT E OB AERMIER. Bk, &
SR SRR BRSBTS A5 B PR s, XM E T E B ER A O SOk, T BN B AT
G BYER 7L AR Ao 3 4 7 B SRR . iR, AT SO BT A R B EEE S
W8 o Al AE 45 % A5 B I 7 2 AE U 2 R Rl AS 2 TE) i LR A A, A SR BRI A B B R A AR
PEAAT BB R 1T S e 3G o 15 B8 3 B # B m JE, AT 22 A5 B AN KT R, PR A A b ik 5% Jl A

—MRER EBROTEMREE

()5 B A 5 MD&A 15 B4 #

AT, A AR R T MD&A #5 FE B R A E SRR AFE IR, XFE R
B R IE B AR ES BT BN AL 2 B FE A . Fama 1 Laffer( 1971) P& i) 5 B (2007) g
FARH, WEHEEEEMARAFHEREL, T HTIHAAFE B LE T W e R EENE
TR OR 5 A DA X e B T B v T A A S BN T R R R X SR 2 e
5\ MD&A ) H A B Br 2 vk M EE 5 2 (TASB) [ 1 25 R 0, (I B 0 45 41 25 4 0] 52 45
HEI S —EHEPIR) (R LEAEE 157 0 Ioik 78 il B 85 0% 8 F RN 2455
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AR B S R OR . BT R T B A ) AL AE R A XE DL Al I 55 AR o A
FoAth Py AR U DL RSO A R I T U0, XA $3 BT 3 Xk DAAT R S AR L EAE . T,
TASB T 2021 4F 6 A A ALK & AR, 5 A2 MR 38 450 5% 2 A LA A0 3045 U2 A8 P 2 104 L 7 oK, A2
T S AR S HE S R BE At |, X MD&A ) J5E 4 iR BEAT SE IR W A il i o X ANOG o 1 B 2
P PR A AR EER, GERAE TR R R BUE SRR TR R . L AR (2022) $R Y
FRHUE BRI — BUE ER, MD&A HH st i (25 30 7 A 25 T BE 2 52 M AL 8 7, DR T 3 45 43
i P55 2 AL AE DAl X L8 BE e I BT 5 (45 B . st 2 U, MD&A e E BT ge iR 5
HoAte #2094 2 80l SUA5 A2 A, DU 3008 3 0 0 s B, {5 05 B0 R L7 o 1% e 06 ) R I
TICUL AT B2 1A SR HE o DRk, A SCER I & 15 AT LA I 2503t MD&A IR 35 e T XK /2 53
AN A A1 045 B A & (45 275 5K, DASE I TASB 45 AH O i T 1) 7 #1144 18 € 1 H Ao

(OfE R B e g
18 Fo il 25 BLFE R K SR B K 19 45 & 25 & (Schnaars, 1987), B4 Mt T —FE M. BT
SO SR B 08 )3 1 24 BRSO 20 o] T RE 388 28 O R RRZS CELAE R RE B JRL IR AN 45 50D o fRj T 5

25 1 SR A T 25 R0 2 Hi SR A DG A5 R R B vk SR A UL R SR B I FE ( Tversky M
Kahneman, 1983; Jungermann, 1985; Schnaars, 1987; Van der Heijden %5, 2009) . 1 5t i1 — 4> K8
R R DRI ME b fie: An a2 35 BN 5 5505 30 (Nardi, 1992), 4 [ #f #2
FI A N B R oK R R R i 3h, PR B 858 9 of A% Gt B 4k 4 Bk R (Bryson 4%, 20160« 44N NTETH
SR EAE B, 148 T 5 B 4E (Sedor, 2002; Hastie F1 Dawes, 2009), iX & —flifk T 5
AL NG o R v i R R IR A B 2 7 S (Bryson 45, 20160 0 25 A KA T 5 SEBR 1K DU AH 45 6 I,
AT RE A% FE 42 B 5 b i P AR SR BEUR, I B AR I 2SN ILAE, DAGE RO AR Sk B AN € M (Mackay
McKiernan, 2006; Sarpong #l Maclean, 2011) . {EFHRAE B8 H& 4, & B2 L 5 70 B (MD&AD 6
oy BEALFE ORI 5 i . AR K BIVIRFEE S, s T X R KRB AR .. TP IRAER S
B 55 AR R T 2 A S IE S B AR &, B T s i g 17 R R P R AR 2
A KR DR A AZ 0 56 5 ) 1E B8 118 Foh B0 BAE” BRI ER ;110 MD&A H I R K | B2 350 70 W g 1
SRR &R

R G2 1 B2 AT 15 I8 15 e 5 0l K A W R R BIR CHBIAE™ DL SR I S5 8 ds (i 7))
DA AR SR R B (R R D ZANEB 4 (048 B0 TP R o iXFh 7 AE — @ R JE LFERG THR & T
A ] G HCRGLR N 73 BT I 28 875 J5 0 R Rt BRI 7 A AT TR X 2 R R 3R AT R Gk e A
NI T 1 B T4 7 0 ] S R0 SRR R B A5k . XM iR 7 U IR RL(E B IR BB S HE
X MD&A 75 Jifi &2 [P #r ( Zhang %%, 2019) . Hazan-Liran A1 Miller(2017) B 70 K L, iR ft44 5
5535 14 70 ¢ S P B0 €A () IR, A0 AT AR RE S I Ta) 38 0, gk ke ] R ) 26 P AIG . Brown 5 (20200 48
HH X 0 55 A R AT 328 43 A BE A8 1R e R LR IR IR . UKk (202D T AR W], itk R
P e 105 B R A IR Z5 6 1, 08 B S ik R AE LU B Ak & BFiE S A8 . Rk, O T it
AP 55 H 5 23 A % R TSR AR A B 1015 BECEOR SRR, WOT R I M R R, e
A )Ry BR T AR B, 0F [5)1: J53 10 42 5 M 5% BE AT 88 5 0 T e 08 35 B 45 B 5 U AT e 3 A R SR A
FE A SR R o 2021 4 A [ R M 2 R AT AH SR U, E SR T oy w45 2 R A LA VE AR, OF
GIMT s AN IR BT AR N A, HLIX e N B om0 R RV SR R DGR . ARSI T
JUZ LT 22\ £E 2023 SE 4] K AT ) 2022 F4E AR, R I K 2 B AR R br f 28 =75 A )k
SRR AT ZE GRS SO B =T B EN R ST, BAENE EIFAR
B o0t = BN 5% K A2 A 1 S DR R AT VRN 23 A, 3K 50 M 2 R B 2 o 0 B s W) AN
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K EUEF7 5L 5 22 0t 23 £ 2020 F 45 th, & BLZE N AE MD&A #5731 I\ I 1 18 2 5 1 K J& i %5
SFORHAE R, DU IX B (E BN YA S AR B2 s 7R bR A b, RO TR R R 1 K i B
8 M 2 3L TI0IN 0 T o B o v o U PR EE 2 (TASBO 7E 2021 4E 45 i, MD&A 7 [A] # 55 # A Rufk
A BT TPy A o0 BB A, B A w0, DL I 55 A D Bk, SRt 2 A
A 5 AR DR B ARRE, DT ™ S A A TR B R o AR SN, K MD&A HX R
PR w55 A B BB A R BUE BT S i, B A R R RIUIR . o0 e 4 ) 55 8
5RO R A VIR B I 45 B s (el & A=) DA R A ok 8 BB (] g 77 AR HORE D = 3 70 W 45 kAT
BE, M MR EERME AL T A SR EZENBSI P EERIRNELR, A THRESE
RES S0 47 s B M A IR G 7 o R HE R I, BB W AR MD&A 15 B, T8 et T 45
v B 55 Hds DL LA w) RS ) B B R AR AR A W . —J7 I, 1R SR 4E AR B R
TRON B 5C B IV 55 30408 1 B S 25 S, FFHERR AR L S R I K 55— J7 T, 8005 v] DLk
GO F B RZ L O AR BT YR R IR, B AR A B A IE B i R R N Rk BB . B,
A S BB R 0 AE 13 MD&A B, X =] GBI 55 $i s 5 A "I G iE R A T
A0 SR A, XRS5 A B R AR IR T B B A 6 A ) B R N A 08 A MR T AE R )RR, DT
ST AR BT I B R

FET BN MD&A 5 245 58 1) gk 30, AR S\ 8 38 2 MD&A 5 B 9% 72 se %
JE DB SR R T A O R A AR, BISRH — R A 115 B EE 7 . A5 A0 B A
BAEPR, AU S 1 G4 8 T A AH L, B2 6 1) MD&A 15 5151 5 RE 0% 3 5 15 58 2 11 1 5 L 4t
RE 7o TR B 4% B 25 S IR N B A0 0 A 2 ) 7 ik 55 B U 8 AR Ik A AT 3 i FL R B R

BT B, AR BRI 1 ARG M EENEL T, SE51E B ERHEET,
MD&A [P %43 iz 77 S Ae 8 8 35 3 s 4% 55 3 I s =

(=D BN g

ANEN AR B SR I 2 5] R T WG B Z AR B . DR, AR
b BT U2 A S S BE ) IE TH A 2. B 0 58 2 ( Skowronski AT Carlston, 1989; Baumeister 5, 2001) .
TE AT 3 B 7 R oW 52 2 2R % o 4511 4, Epstein #11 Schneider(2008) IR 58 B, XU
R G R 5 % 3 0 A7 T 2L PR SR Bl TF TV S BE N 24 s Baur A1 Dimpf1(2016) & L, #% 55 # 78
B R vy B AT T A B A

ASCARIH, A )R IR L b 253 28 BRT A Sk 003X = 358 43 N 25 1 4 % 07 UAEAS AL G 28 Y
AT HE EENERH S AR ER . G ERE LT, 5 5 Ae % 5% 55 & UK AE
SRS YD e Y K R P NCTE TN A5 S W@ % Y a S SN SR S NTTE SR $: R < /'S
BRI U A5 B AN % v 5, AT 38 5 35 08 BB . O 1 SR MD&A P2 LA AL G 1 4 1, #1134 05 R

© E PR F R ENESRZE 5 R\, EEAE RN 5 PG A R Y3 SR8 SR S B A6, Hax s (s Bt T3
A D2 PR R T 2 DG FE B o X A T M I R ) TR s EREAT DAL, DU IR AT RS2 M 2w K G A B AN = A I T A 0 1 DR
o AU, A TR0 7T LS A S 0 Bl MO £ S O, WAV 4 B 50 0 AT R LA 7 R
@ AT R Y S RA 5 UL, 50500 060 £ 47 126 S0 T A 0 6 50 45 40 P B Weinstein, 1980
Shepperd 45, 2013) . Sedor(2002) (I FE R W, 73 AT IHFE VTl 2wV GUAEERT, BEAG ] - T X Fh 5 452 I 1) o AR5 ol 2 70 B B8 th L X 4
Jite S SR A K T B S B YR B T, oA U S AT R A B A R T . A, A RS R I, B TR A A SRR R RO, RS
AR B AU T Brmmett(2019)t K50, TEAVSUR H MM T, 3R 4 P 0t oAk LA i, HME 8 U kAR o
FRYRT R K, AT SE G T 4258 . 35T 0, A SCBERE MESOR HEI F, FEE  BR T AR (0 A T 2 A O R
A B TR ke R T PRI EAT AR B 2800 — S0, SR (U T WA Ve IR B 500 | TH#a%8, ey TR
LA S AR BB R
- 143 -



M PZHFE 2025 5 4 8

e 5, AT B 2 I 5515 L TR) 32 4602 1 M DL R 2 B R RF A5 BV I D T 2808, TR AR T
P 8, FOR B B8 3 B RS R A BN o EMV SR R AP BRSO T, H T BB A 6 B R AR R Ok
FERAG, AT T b S AN R I, 5 B 8 o 5 5% 1 38 s AR AR L

T BB Hr, A AR 2: /£ A R Y ISR BLA R, 85 1) MD&A {5 235 #& %
o R R G R A R

QUIDE IS e

MD&A 1y AR R M E 7 A% O S G 2 i i IO B 2E4b 78, H A7 A2 BT S i R
BRSO G BB R A A AR, TR SN EE S 3 4 E AR A A
B R DL o DRI, 555 3 A4 7 22 4R A A B T3 B UL Sk U AH OG5 B o fEAFEdR B2 3
W7 RERZZENCAEE, FEEEEMWG; Ik, MD&A H (1) ¢4 I 55 24 A AL 2 il
B ST ARG, £ B M DU TR IR AN B I RS R . B IR A A N 2 I %5 it
5 IE], JHEELE MD&A HHR 2% SR IF, 4 R I B2 R Ao 0 4 30 % f i A8 A0 4T 78 43 B3 Wi i)
fife R, 1XA] AE 3 B BT N X e AE B I {E A B T B (Van Boven 1 Epley, 2003; Hirst %5, 2007) o
e 55 2 THE BB AT AF T 2 P FLAS S 08 1 G B DR 3R (Il 1E ORI X R gk, 20025 24 53 R V) Ut
2006), M T 520 117 375 ;2 M (Jennings, 1987; Gu Al Li, 2007) . K, F# 1 MD&A A 4 4% i 4
i# 77 2\ AT e 3 BUE B CEE B R AR BUIK, AT MD&A X — 75 N 5 % 55 5 7 A48 8 1) 4R 1
KA, FBEHEN TG RNA L . AL, RHBESHENTER, K MD&A N2 UG 54k
177 I, e A B A Mk 5 4 b s 2 AR B 3 R RO S I 4 RR H AR . IR B T B it
BN AT B 75 3K 1z F G 5 AR R P AG 2wk 25 8 I A 2o, BE AR I 55l 3 9 AR Joit DA S ]
b 55 A5 26 3 18 R S BRI < R 0 R AT 3 5 6 MD&A N 28 ) {5 4T ( Tversky #1 Koehler,
1994; Hirst %, 2007; Keung, 2010) F1# %% & &8 .

BT Bl oW, ASCIR AR 3 B PR Y U B AN MD&A N 25 A]E JE 2 (8] 1)
K FR, 32 BINBLGEE R A7) 77 oLk 55 6138 18 A5 BB 3 AR AR P i AR R A, R X
O3 A 7 it M 55 B 3 A 1B RN SR 48 R A B S AR R R IR T R R, A2 IR TR IR ) MD&A
WA RE B EH

COBRFH

% 52 R F ok E E N3 211 BT 2RI MBA 227 . 35 123 49205 5 AR
S, o B 61 &4, A EE 49.59%: Zottk 62 44, 1 HE 50.41%. B K IR F 3 TAEAE IRy 8.94 4
75.61% P A BB A28 56, At ATTAE e 1l B B AP B9 R IR 5.44 485 il A8 i AT
SARFETT I 1T 3% 5] 1140 2.38 1] @

O PARE BHON 125 4, H T A 2 45220 RIA1E 56 T HIE IR AN IG5 A0 ) 81, A SCIEIR 58 AT T35 9 M 22 15 32 31 1 A%
RINFEI . R, 3X 2 4 A I EER A BRERE AR Z A1, RN 5 S0 HE 7 A S 7

@ Hirst %(1999) LA X Elliott % (2007 FIRF 7T M, MBA 2% A423& G E AR T4 5 35 (M 0% 4o Elliott 55 (2007) 51 H T FLSER AT
A N %2 (Retail Investor) i) LATE S PR AN A B LI Select MUB.A 242 AR AN N ME B o A SCSEIGHIAR T (3% Ve IBETT L5 (75.61%)
LA PR(5.44 4£) 5 Select M.B. AT A 69% Fl 3.9 ) HEA—F; 1E 2 tHAIIM 55 RAR 2 21 M8 E, A st il # (238 THAT
Select M.B.A(3.5 [ DAl Retail Investor(1.9 [ 1) [, X & WIARE AUAI K TS 2410 . ik, AN BULHE I ARG, A SO SEse s
HREM R R AN R I AR o dhhh, BRSO R ER B AN 1E N H A BT R, SRR AR,

* 144 -



B BEFEERILPGCEAFERHE FRUEREASRERR

(TOSER AR

KRICKH 2015 B g KA BEPER, LG EE ) < 2CaIL G 8. iF 2 E WG, Z&E N
450 [ 8 1X # [7] (between-participants) SZ 36 . VPR A8 BN R E IR T RIE .

SO AR BT FE A AE T TASB HEH ) MD&A 15 B B Bk, H e vE — B0k 5
B PR RN B B o X MO AE B T B R A BOOCEE, LRI IEAE R . B, 7R R — SRR, AR S )
T8 WP R R AT TR AR . IR B ME S W] BE S MR 4 TR A R Atk S 2345 B 0 A T IS, MD&A
PN LA i 2 — B SR [R] B, DAy 15 B A4 T AT O SRR AN AL A, T B A AT S A A DG A B
WTEZ 4. BEEMAENEEARNGE B EZR, X MD&A 5% 177 1 B A R8s SIEM,
AN FHEER T =ATTH: FEELE T H ERBRANEENIE&R. An ) EELE il
BER M, AR H AL, t2 A " E 0 E 2K E) /) (Keung, 2010); B R AR
A JERE 6 A AT ML 2 e g () DG BEE [R 3R, A AR ML R T 55 A A # 1 U7 1) (Porter, 1997), 2 4%
P AR O ) AT R SR R R A 70 32 7 T (Matolesy Fl1 Wyatt, 2008) 5 288 1 L 4 i /K °F A2 1 &
A RF SR e )R E R I BB AR, AR T VR A R R B AR At 7 A &S B (Clinch

1. MD&A #4175 e 1

ARSI B A T K BTG, LI R LS I EHR N 2, W EEA
P CRL AR IR . 2228 N IR T4 = K28 WFR BN G s [ BRI E &5 & B & 1F i
FDBL R 28 L4 CRIE RN T A 50 = A5« ARSI b, A SCRM T Ba P
D75, ARPE TS SB4EES H B, B — SR A F AR B H B SR EE S BACA
FIMEEL” 0y T LB ER . TESE PRI AR BN 7 T, A SCRR 8 IR 2 . 22 257 b IR L 4 =
R E T A AT I, BRSO DG WSO B L B R A5 OGS U 45 AR 5 R
PRl S AR R A0 SE S 7 HARHE R I E AT A AT, DR R S 257 2 DGR T 45 B
W= A TR, R L R I H A B R B . 7R A ER A AT 0 B AL b, AR SO AR SR IR T B
SEPLI B R K EAT T TN . A PRI A IR T T, AR SO A8 I A RON T R A =
TG AR 45 Al 2 57 (0 8 2 WK, it 3877 AR I IR DR AT 1 PRGN EA, JRER T RSk — b
P A B G 3 1 AT S e o T R UK T AR g i B R O 5, BRI R B R B BUIR . S
Vb 25 B0 RO A SR T BN 7%, 1K 5 B S R AR R R 7 U — B

PRSI e p, R R G 4 56 T2 5 4% Gu ik 3 72 ) 2 Z X BIAE T, AT K MD&A H 4% %
BEIE I BT RS B AT TR A, IR ) £ 8 AR T A DG B I 45 B T i SR A
XA LG 9 T MD&A P2 A S 1 A0 AT 56 IE 1k, A BT 1% 08 3 T 4 AR 0 55 b 55 1 A R
AR 2 T AE R 5 WA 1 R KT o AE SEIG RPRN BT I R R, O T R AR S B A ok, AR S A ik
BT 5 R EAE P HFRBNRISE B S0 = AN A S A 25, 4 MD&A 1 #5 I 1 HoAth
WS EAT T MR o R % 5 S 00 A A% G b i o B AL AE I AR R R B — 3.

2. MY SR g

D G I B 4y i B BRI 22 488 L G, TE X B ROl G R AR 2 TR, B R N E PRI
SRXHAREM SRR R ENER.

Z I Tan F Q01 MW, 5 E—FEE R, EiF&E L SGER T, BRERIN
IR IR P B R N 3.50%, 22 355 1B R SR N 2.52%, R 4 BRI R

O NI 2R b LU Q25 92 IR
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W 0.75%, SARTEFRIRIEIN 2.74%); TEELEWSIELT, BRIZERIN =W —1" ()
B i 1) B ZR 98D 3.50%, 222877 i 1K B R 2R kb 2.52%, AR T4 BB A ZR G0 0.75%, Sk
ERN R 2.74%) o EBFIRIGIFAE, IRBE. 222872 5 AR 1L 4 DL RS 1 24 30078 Mk o N
B A AN BRI E R0 KPR —BUMIE AT, 5 E—F R, 28 L5H A
EM S N A LE K 3.17%, BTN HE 3 K 6.74%; 1 22 478 WS A 7178 B IR\ R R
R 3.17%, BRI EE T B 6.74%.

ELEVEM G R TTH, 2 E WS RINEEVEI RN F LM 15.93%, &8 &R
H [ B 38N 15.87%, 2878 14 B 4 Uit 4 01 [7) B 38 N 16.38%; 22 2278 M G M R I A 2B L&A
] L 3% 0 10.93%, 228 PE B 4 9 A0 EE 38 0 20.87%, 488 1 B 4 i 1% 40 ) EL ik 2D 64.19% . X Fh
Bk LR R - 22 28 G AE I IR N 7 T AR 3G M L i 225 b 52D 5%, 1T 78 B4 0 L 7 T 1) 3
W& 2 5%, HAREF 2020 45288 1 I 4 Ui 1) &% D004 30— 250, AT 22 Mk 5% 1 300 46 YL 14 200 ik /> e i
15 2] 64.19%. A& T H R TN 5 10 P9 A DR 3 — .

T USRI E 5, Ak E R E < F AR Bk, &S0k = g5 4
JI~ 7 A A% R T 3 75 SROR YOG A I R i e R 155 400 5 R W) 24 SV S 1) DR R gk AT T U, DA
& MD&A P 25 (1) 72 45 1

(ZD)SEWRAT K 512

TE S50 FFUR Y B, Bl AR 3 Bl 35 60 b 1T Ke 6 52 36 v 473 8 s E P 0 3 0 A €, O B S S IR A
BE, B8 S TN G RIS [ X Be A R . SEEG A R 2 R AE 3 ME T FE A N ERITEE S
A GERE, FniE F R U TAES R AR ZA RN AFEAR S REEMFELY
MV £ 48 B P B 43 IR 2 3 =4 1 2 B8 77 L BN S B RS L R S 4 R R A W A D o
B BAH 4 MA, W& ZEEI A A ) MD&A N 25 F1 3 EE PR AR & 0] J, 1l 2 0 i 4 R AR AL &
B g BENL T B L p — R Ol . PEE C N SO0 A R Y 25 [Z L HR A ) R R AR 56 A
KN BOGEHE B ) 8, S2I6 H B 1020 48

M, SEIEER o Mh

(O BRI

W R R A 98 90 T 1) Bk 3 i H A T A (D2 AR, 45 A 23 =) A2 15 e 3
77 b 2L S R T < ) 2 B L I A DU OIS SR A R D RS 2T A AT R
R BB 2B 7 i /22 98 7 i/ R T < 1) 22 L s WF A 19 00 R ST IS B Bk AE [R] — A B BLHEAT 1
WP 27 (2) SR, “ELHR BN A A A 58T IREE ™ /22 287 it/ IR A T <6 AH DR 9 2 1 i
REDTAAREIE?” “EREHG A AR ERES 50 R ETA WA B SR e

b 552 Y B 45 P AGr 06 R A 6 3 P A 2 ) AL (DS ARRR S 5 £ F R, A A7 S 2 E
PEBL G B IR AU R U2 AR 2?7 (D BRI 5 R E R, &8 A 27§ =5 B4 %
AL a2 ”

FE AR LI 45 e 28 R 45 P2 A B0 o, 6 A 4 9 ] 2 A R 1 0 R O R T T R i A
B, A 18 A4 el R SR AR 56, DRI T 45 928 B Zh R0 85.37%. fE 4 R R A AR B [ #R 4% 6

@ Jonas Al Frey(2003 )4 58 & B, H54 8 18 s Dy s 243 08 A T LB oK B P8 R 10 1 XU i 2 e S5 360 485 SR AU B
@ FEPUFPE LA, B BN T GTTHRRAE CRLR VN AR R RI5 08 2000 AN A7 E 1535 1) 2 ORI AN A T
@ FRFESA 11 4 ER
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rp, AP FE vs ARG TR I E T p (N 0.06; VT AL SR ALY B R E R E, 4
WG vs ZEML G5 92 3 1 p EN 0.000, 3X 3 B A SC A AR B 1 4 S AU .

(OB

1A 1 AR K 2 R 5

B 1 T, S48 35 K A, MD&A &SGR B &S B A iR EE.
FH T fhy i IR AR B 5 % IR A O 1) A BT A AR R B IES £ &2 (0—JEFAK, 10-3E%
B CHERYEGL IS BN 1 P Panel A FToR, RGBT, BEEBKIMEN 570, J7
FEN 212 ML SP T AT, WEEEIE N 4.98, 728 2.46. (£ EZLE NGRS,
WA R AR RIEME N 5.24, J7 5N 2.24; (LGP E R R R B HME N 4.00, 77 %
N 2.540 (EIFAEN SIS LT, BE G T B 5 EIEERN 6.23, 77 %N 1.88; 4 bk i
T A RN 5.97, F 2N 1.97. W1 WIS IAE 73 1 AR % 2.

F1 WERBMISGKB MR BZBENZME

Panel A: iR LG THC =AM 0 AR I E . T7 Z A0

PR
LG4 % O Mt
4.00 5.24 457
ELENSR (2.54) (2.24) (2.46)
[29] [25] [54]
5.97 6.23 6.08
Nt U EL S (1.97) (1.88) (1.92)
[29] [22] [51]
4.98 5.70 5.30
it (2.46) (2.12) (2.33)
(58] [47] [105])
Panel B: XU F 2 J7 % 73 T (Two-way ANOVA)
I8 5 Al H sy FiE plH
PSR 14.605 1 14.605 3.052 0.042
Nsesisl 56.463 1 56.463 11.797 0.001
PR G R 6.197 1 6.197 1.295 0.258
R 483.389 101 4786
Panel C: %} bt 447 (Contrast test)
2 IEL P TR P AE N Bl DAL B B 1 BB -0 B & 4 B 22 B L B3 AL Gi bk 7 22 2 B L B3i=0
Ll H B FiE pft
X2, 1, 0, =3) 60.936 1 60.936 12.732 0.001
Panel D: {# 5. 3 288 4 #7 (Simple main effect test)
REil M BJ7 Ffi pl
EZE S A Tavste Gl 7 20.644 1 20.644 4313 0.040
A E ST A TvstE G 77 0.857 1 0.857 0.179 0.673
TG A E Sivs £ 4 BN 5 56.017 1 56.017 11.704 0.001
B WA BN Sivs ZEEENL S 11.406 1 11.406 2.383 0.063

@ XFE— R BT UL, 808 3 BB S 1 LU S5 L 4R ) 1R A 5% MD&A 3 25 4& — Flop s T4 Gedk e S8 i & 4 5 77 3
@ KSR TR TR 31 0B, SRR U500, A A AR IR A % K20 AEH0 b, 10T )7 .
BT vs AL GETE AE0E TR AU, p 0 0.08: T 5 ILHRKT 0SS LA FIR .85, p 008 0.37. AEKHREVEMR S| J R V2 8 AT B P
USRI, SRS “ SR vs 1L SEHEAR” BB R IR A8, p 1 0.056: 5 MBS 28 LA FIUYR 2.5, p 9 0303
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TR FH IR 2 2x2 3 TR S5, AR S g o0 6.23
f8 XU 2 7 22 43 i ( Two-way ANOVA) 3K % 6.00 - i *
KO0 oA 5. ANOVA 45 155 1 ' Panel B 5.50 524
FioR, “ AW vs LGB AERENE 5.00 -
BN, pfEN0.042, X — R T THHKIL, 4.50 -
B S FF % 2 77 5B B MD&A 1A 75 fit 5 B 1 400 ] e I
K (07, TR RO IR, 0 50 ] ezetu
SENG vs ZRENG HHEAREZEN L PR -
N, p {E N 0.001, 1 SRR

1/ Panel B 45 R R, KA 5L VSR SRR AR, R 4 R

SRR KR AR A %, p i 0258, TR
(AL, A SC ik — 25 K B % LK 4 B ( Contrast test) 7 ¥ #EATHR 90« AR & Buckless 1 Ravenscroft( 1990)
LL & Rosnow F1 Rosenthal( 1995) [ HT 52, 5 ANOVA AH Ek, S EL 20 #7 B 18 FRAK 35 B AR R 1 kK A4E
R, IR E R B A2 B AT HAE A R g i HE R PR o AR PE XS EL B K S, RSO BEA R 2B
S LGP R A E G MW R/ EEE G SR/ EEE S BT T AE 2. 1.
0. =3, M R 1 Panel C Fior, AR Z BAFAEZ BAEM, pH N 0.001, RIS HR 5
& 4t B 72 T A0 #8258 2 IR B2 AEAS DI Sk BRI 2 7 .

R T R IR 5 2, A SCHEAT TR RN M, 45 R Wi 1 Panel D iR . fEEA
B GTIE LT, BEE R 5 E R ER C AP R 2 5, p H4 0.040; T 75 i £ 8 Ik 5t 1) 1 Ol
N, B ZMKAEREZER, pEN0.673. X —45 L3 T R& 2, IEZLE NS HELT,
BEWE T RO IR %, SRE T THRERHESHEN AR WA, L2
G R I R AL SR IS DL, MG IR Z [ S5 A7 AE 3 72 e (E G P ER T, p fH M 0.063; 1E
Gtk FErh, p 5 0.001 0 IX FFUESE | AR SORHE 4 28 BY AR B 4 4 11 28 o

2. A NG 5

AL, #5838 0 2 | 7= oIk 55 6 3 A (8 T R 0 R A DL R MD&A N IEAEFE, 215
SRR A S 5 B R R A AL . BARSR U, 15 B 0B A R Ty 2\ Re 8 35 B £ B A T IR
N i B s 7] 7 oW 55 B A 4B I 3R B 4 0 1k B, AT 3 SR AR AT TN MD&A A 25 (145 AT A
Lot R . SIS AR A AR MEHEE S5 T N A R T R 1 B T 4
R A o> w77 ol 55 2 ] 6 3 A i 5 SR B 40 B 1 CO—J LA BT BL, 10-JEH nT D27 LA
AN, ARARERZEN RS N ENIEES 25?2 (0-FEFEIC 10-9E% &7 o ACRH
Hayes Process Model 83 #E47 H /8 34 B EG 36 : W15 B ER R AL R G i =1, L RPLHBE=01/E AL
&, YL SR R (R E W Si=1, & E N Gi=01F AT & &, B0 FH A" =ik %) iE
PrE FF R IO S E R E R E R AR E 1, B AT MD&A WA ATEFEAE AT N L&
2, B AR R 45 RGN, BEE PRE RE AT 1 5T ST M B A A W) 7 oLl % e 1 3 AN 1H
FRBU SR E . 18 HE w85 H ER A A BN ISR 5, IFiTie 5 A
K GETEFAT NV R ZR S V4B R 2> 7 18 1 AR AL A8 0 Bk ik L K Sy I of 3 8 A1 8 R Bk A5 1T 1) 52 1 B
AT RN B e B, 5 S R 6% U AT b 2 A RO A 9E R R ) e W R H bR AT R S R SRR 2
Jok ™ s DT X 28 i) oK R 1) Jee i 35 A HE A 28014 4 I, 52 I TASB X MD&A. 1) T D e

[E B, Ao b 7S B T RN o FE S DL SR AN, 548 Gk 5 7 AR L, 5
AP R ERT TR A A O AR B AR TR S D SR R AF R, (S BRI
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BB 5 R E R AR A ) L 55 G 3G A R R L eI A 1 O T SR 2 R . X M T S
FF AR 2, RIFEME SIANEERT, #5838 & FRE L5, ML S MD&A #¢#: 1% 3 28k 2
FEF R M BEWEABFEFRM T A ERIZEEK A S AR A, 4 RE 5 4 i 2
i 2% B HT I RGBT F R A R B RO . SR, BT R RE S T A s B 2N | R
b 55 B3 A B I FE I, ABATTN MD&A A {5 A B 2 35 Bt s AT B B8 R IR . InaR 2
s KT 5 1% G e AR B, B R o P B e B A iR A P S 0 e R R x  m GG
TE R B FE AR DL S MD&A N 4TI AE FEE AR IR S DA o AENE SO EE AR O T 3K Al eh A 248 2
F ARG R A IO, PN IEA R . AR e A B U A, SR SCRE T IR 3.

=2 A AY Bootstrap #:35(5000 %)

BNE REAYS 90% & A5 X 1) ' PR 90% B 15 X ] _F B
Sk 0.39 0.17 0.14 0.68
EEE ST 0.58 0.25 0.20 1.03
sy 45 0.20 0.21 —0.11 0.40

A — DR T EEBEMWBE RGN IR EEEASERELW., NI,
ARSCAE AR B2 A 2 78 77 1) 24 358 8 R 56 R T B R 2R 00 A8 1k 3 (B sk 2D ) B H i
JE ([0%; 1%]~ [1%, 3%] 3% [3%, 5%])~ & & Bl &3 A28t o O O n . RER Bk ), BLACK;
B R R 48 e 5 RO 28 3 A7 T L . R A B 10 13 4 B TE A TR0 R R B B
Lt 5, & RS 4 T 1Y, S AR S . A5 R oR, BAREEH B e B B I B OE AR
2P 5 A R 4 T R R N H B AR ML, B B R A PR A S B R T TR E T A ]
P15 B B AR AL B . k3 AE 2 0 5% B i e VR IR T, RIS PSR LA B TR R
e N SR YE, A AR B 00 B SE U Y AL GUK S, A B & 15 B AR 2RI IR 280%

(=507

1. 45 0% 35 68 W 55 Ml 453 AR ot (1) B fige

IASB #& i, 4FJE i &5 Hh MD&A {5 211 & /- Rk 55 A7 Bl F 30888 RO BL R Aih 4135
R 2 AR A A0 3 AN B RN SR I G0 0 T B, DA R N AR SR ER B AN AL 4 TR O A J 4B
IR . NI 5 4R I BB AN 78, 4 (0 MD&A 15 B3 75 B 76 35 Bh 3% % 38 T8 I\ 1 3 24
B 55 B0 1S IS L S s i o Rk, AR SCRE— 3D AR T TR G ik 5 e 4 B A 45 b AR R 1
SO o AH DG Ry A 2N E) I R T R 5 00 BT O 1 BE 6 A B 1 B A b R 00 45 S 1) AR 2
O—JUFEATLL, 10-FEE T LD o ARSCKRIL, 5% Gtk 55 77 sCUA L, B4 9 78 e 8 i 35 $R T L %
R 55 M B A T ) B o R S o W R B, FEME SR RIS LR, A B R T R B
F A 2 W 55 R 1S 5 o B 2 R R B BRI T AE ML SR I R AF RS LT, RS B DU
ST R I, F AT 45 B B AR I 55l 25 1) AR O P A S RS L

ST H 0 BTN T SE R 75 LR B V2500 MDA T3P (O, WA TTRR R I, 4 R, S5
T AL, W2 TR K 35 OBV 0 MD&A P2 T (5 FE AV, S — 5T S6 R0 MD&A. PO 3 T3 B 155 4 i s 1%
N R R (3 AR 1

@ A VR T HRH A SRBPRI R A 24 FI TR N L OAE R 55 RSB, 7ML LR T T S A58 5 £ e
JAER I EAFAE S35 72 s ML S R I BOL T, X PR B R 7 SR 2 e o B E R E S . X — R, R EE ARG E
i X 04 55 B 1) D B AR P B v, ANTIT SE AT P R AT LA M5 B AL AR TR 3

(@) 1k I L 2 0535 2 07 1 503 0 0T, AT S S A T A B0 B R, L B 0
BRI AL AT 5 SRR 2 o AT B R 1 B 5

(@) A A AR AT AR R, T R DR A A A7 2 SR O 20T T R LA
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2. R H N MD&A e 545 F 1k i I 4

TASB #5 H, 24 Bl A% H Ak 10045 2 B 3 A QA3 4 ik DL 5 Al W 45 322 2 A 28T AT Rt 482, HL
I 2 1R SO P 2 HE AR A 5 % o A DA v 80 R g OGBS S Ol BEER, 2007) o DN UL, AR G R T
AT RE S HI 555 B PSRN, SRR T X DO LA R D E RN R ki .
Tk, A R R A, A AR REEE R 5 0 A AR R ek A
FE P 4] 2 Co—AR W AR, 10-3E% D7, 1Pl MD&A 15 Bk 85 G HI . A TR B, ¥ MD&A 15
SHEAT 18 B ) OR RO R, B AE 150 B R AT BT SRR Ay A AR R N SR A I E 0B B, T R T
AT SR PSR B . T N T R, FEME SR I AR S R, RS R R R
PE R — AN FR A A M R R R SR R, AT i Sk 5 B e S AT M B s 1 7R L SR B
RIAF IR, 15 SIS B PR IF R B 35 DU # 55  X MD&A 15 Btk 35 H IR vE .

3. % X MD&A Bt IR A7 1 2

KR HER T EEX MD&A P2 BRI A R e A AR, A A
A SRS S5 ARG VIR /20— St t, 10-dE8 H VR /)" . SRER, 4
P 0% 3 1 ful B A S5 A0 045 JEE, AT A R P 2 IR IR RN TS 5 . AE MK SR A 1 1
DR, A5 BB P #E 07 AE BB AN MD&A WA B Ui R s mAE LSRR BT,
T % 77 20 3% B0t £ 9% 2 AE U IR 7 SN 7 TR YR 3 R

4. R E R TELR R

BHREMRELG T IL R EMEERN K. Tan ZQUHM R LI, EXEATG LA
FEZBNRFEFT A M5 L8 E D #5 8 AR RS B, bR 2 0 5 55 2 05w T
DATE H A A R G 1 7 iR AL BRAE B . AT DAHENT, R AR F B MR T HETTRAKRE S %
FE B E R B A OR F AN DS iHE B0 ok T RGN K X MD&A A
TRAE B DA K ) 1 AE AT R [ 8 HEAT T A AL AL ], FE TSI E, DA VE D R B R
FERIFRAR o A SORE 5 9% 38 i BEAE N P A8 B gk AT B 40 A o 45 S o, B AR 400 3= 5 1 Al 24
B, SRR 2 2(E B EE7 N m . 54 Gdk 56 A0 L, B4 4 5% 58 RE 3 o 4% 3¢
HIPREIR . RIS RS EEE MY A, Rk s T A A Rk

h R

T 2 T R A SR R 2 S B R T IR SR A B A, X B AR T 3 SRR A LA
o B B AT B . A SOR S8 J7 VA BRI 1 A5 B R TR A e A R 2 AT I (45 B R
Ko LB AR ) MD&A #7335t %l H A S KE N SOARGE B« A0k AR 5 5 U
AT K2 RAT IS H T E, KIS B KB G 40 F RE 08 1 om 45 51 38 5 B B L2 %
WEIE . K MD&A 1) S8V 55 it BEAT I H 1 0k, JFK 2 5 28 = B 2 B R AR DA 46 55
T A5 H 2 B R SR A el 35 1) 43 2 U7 5, RE B IR AL £ BT 3 0 2w AN B B3 i R RN TR o IRAE 4R BT
e G w4 BRI 303 Bt A R IR BEAS B, TRORGE 1], AT e 15 888 A 2K
M, JETE T E SRR B R AT A A

AR B, b2 w2 M SR A A5 B R R B 1R . AR SURILR
UFITEOLT, G PR 5 A S U SO IR E AW S O E R R XA R TR
TEM RS BAFAE, RIAE A% G35 77 30T 95 B RUE A, B8B83 ] gE LS4 B B R B
11 52 5200 o T AE b SASEE B 00, B8 & 4Bk B RET AL IR 0 0E 2 oK, B R B B R
VERISE AN 25 o X R WIE B B2 A TR & e s 7 AR IR T 5 0, AT B T RA T IR g R R
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Integrated Information Disclosure, Information Processing
Costs, and Investment Willingness: An Experimental Study
Based on Individual Investors’ Judgment

Zhou Bo"*?, Li Jierou’, Wang Shaofei'"*

(1. Institute of Accounting and Finance, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China;
2. Dishui Lake Advanced Finance Institute, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200120,
China; 3. School of Accountancy, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China;

4. College of Business, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Summary: As an important development of the traditional annual report based on statements and fig-
ures, the management discussion and analysis (MD&A) is expected to enable investors to understand the logic
and development trend of the company’s business and finance from a management perspective. In order to regu-
late the disclosure behavior of listed companies, the IASB and the China Securities Regulatory Commission
(CSRC) successively issued revised rules in 2021.

This paper focuses on MBA students and conducts an experimental study to examine whether logical
classification, elaboration, and presentation of homogeneous information related to an integrated disclosure
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format make it easier for investors to interpret and process the information while holding constant the informa-
tion disclosure quantity. The results show that integrated information disclosure significantly improves in-
vestors’ true understanding of MD&A and promotes investors’ scenario thinking. This positive effect is
stronger for companies with deteriorating performance to rebuild investor confidence. Mediation analysis
shows that integrated information disclosure significantly improves investors’ understanding of the value cre-
ation process of the company’s product business, which in turn increases investors’ trust in MD&A disclosure
and their willingness to invest.

This paper has the following contributions: First, it provides practical guidance to the CSRC and the
TASB on how to improve MD&A disclosure. This paper shows that integrated information disclosure can im-
prove individual investors’ access to information and make their investment decisions more informed, and it
can help the management to boost investor confidence during an economic downturn. Second, it introduces the
scenario thinking theory to the disclosure field, providing theoretical support for the innovation and improve-
ment of information disclosure in the capital market. Third, it finds that even without increased information
disclosure content, an effective disclosure format itself can improve investor willingness, thereby reducing in-
formation asymmetry and financing costs.

Key words: information processing costs; integrated information disclosure; scenario thinking
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overall impact on fund performance. The results show that style drift generally improves fund performance;
however, the CSRC’s regulations place certain constraints on the returns of high-drift funds. This paper fur-
ther classifies style drift into capability-based and trend-chasing drift. The findings indicate that funds with in-
vestment capability significantly improve performance through style drift, though this effect is weakened by
regulatory restrictions. Conversely, trend-chasing drift negatively correlates with performance, with regulatory
restrictions improving the performance of such funds.

The marginal contributions of this paper are that: First, by differentiating between capability-based and
trend-chasing drift behaviors, it provides a new perspective on the economic consequences of style drift.
Second, it examines the impact of regulatory policies on fund behavior and performance, offering recommend-
ations for balancing the flexibility and rigor of style drift regulations. Third, it introduces a sector-based method
for quantifying style drift, providing theoretical support for regulatory authorities in monitoring fund styles and
maintaining the stability of fund risk characteristics.

This paper has practical significance for China’s capital markets by revealing the complex impact of style
drift on performance and emphasizing the balance between regulation and flexibility. Although style drift may
enhance fund performance under specific conditions, excessive regulatory relaxation could lead to style bench-
mark instability. To address this, it is recommended that regulatory authorities establish a fund evaluation sys-
tem to identify high-capability funds, apply stricter oversight on high-risk trend-chasing drift, and allow meas-
ured flexibility for rational and analysis-based drift. Investors should also increase their understanding of style
drift, assessing funds’ long-term returns and risks rationally to achieve stable financial goals.

Key words: style drift; fund performance; trend chasing; fund investment capability
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